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Table |. Mean, S. D. and P value of Maternal
' Perception Score to the Newborn Babies.
(N=113)
Mean of Perception Score S.D. Paired t
Time | 2.12 2.74 8.25%**
Time J 2.27 3.42  7.08***
**x P<0.01
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(Table | #x)

Table [. Probability of X? test of Maternal Positve or Negative Perception Score according to
Various Factors
Time | Time 1
Positive Negative Xz Positive Negative X2
Education Below 12y 43(74.1) 15(25.9) 0.64 37(63. 8) 21(36-2) | s
Above 12y 37(67.3) 18(32.7) ’ 41(74.5) 14(25.5) :
Parity Primipara 57(72.2) 22(27. 8) 55(69. 6) 24(30.4)
Multipara 2367, 6) 11(32- 4) 0-23 53(67.6) 11(32.4) 0-04
Experience No 45(66. 2) 23(33.8) .76 46(67. 6) 22(32.4) 1=
of abortion Yes 35(77.8) 10(22- 2) ) 32(71.1) 13(28.9) )
Type of delivery Vaginal 59(67.8) 28(32. 2) 162 60(69. 0) 27(31.0) 0. 00
C-Section 21(80.8) 5(19. 2) : 18(69. 2) 8(30.8) :
Sex of baby Male 40(69. 0) 18(31.0) v 35(60. 3) 23(39.7)
Female 40(72.7) 1527.3) 19 i378.3) 12(21.8) &2
Feeding type Breast 67(76.1) 21(23.9) 59(67.0) 29(33.0)
Artificial -~ 13(52.0) 12(48. 0) 549%™ 19076, 0) 6 (24.0) 073
80(70. 8) 33(29-2) 78(69. 0)
** P<0.05
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Table . Comparison of Changes of Maternal Perception Score between Two Periods obtained

from this Study with other Studies

s .- Broussard Barnard Author
Time [ Time [ (collected 1963) (collected 1973) (collected 1983)
Positive —  Positive 17( 20.0) 115( 62.8) 56( 49.6)
Positive —  Negative 14( 16.5) 31( 16.9) 24( 21.2)
Negative —  Positive 32( 37.6) 26( 14.3) 22( 19.5)
Negative —  Negative 22( 25.9) 11( 6.0) 11( 9.7)
Total 85(100. 0) 183(100. 0) 113(100.0)

%, WE) 4l 50.9%0°), FAH—IAH
& nZolslell 4 25.9%, Eol AL 16.4%
ojm FFA—-FHATL mEo] el A 15.5%,
W Eo] 4L 23.6%0l9 FAA-RRAAHFL =
Foldtell 4 10.3%, WHEo] A 9.1%°] Aot

AHE 25 IR —FAH FA A& 24bo] 49.
4% 7 4ko] 50.0%°19, 23 A -8 FA
= Z4bo] 22.8% A4kl 17.6%%2 z&4to] <7k
Bokoh #AA-ZA A A 4] 20.3%
ol Ake] 17.6%0°]%, FHA -1 A Z A
= ZA4] 7.6%%2 A-A4RcH(14.7%) A Aok

4 A FFE 29 FAH—-FAA T4
FrA3 dol A AR} 55.6%0] 2 2+ o
e 427} 45.6%2 o wA elytew, 2
A —HAH LA FAF ] de 427}
22.2%, A&l Y& 4RI} 20.2%0] Yo
FAH—3AATANA FA4HEe) dE A=}
15.6%, A7 do] v ALR7}; 22.1%2 3
vepston 134 LA 7 AE FAEHo
A AR 6.7%, FAF L] & A5} 11.8
%°] At

THYAEEE FHH TR FNA A E
et ARE 47.1%0l 2 AGENEE AR
57.7%% BA L ARt ggton FAH
— 53 AA TN A DA R A 20.7%, A G
ANE HE e 23 1%y YA —ZTHAF
A A2 AE 21.8%, ALIANE e
A 11.5%°) 3 -4 4 — B A Fol| 4 A4 Eu}
g A 10.3% AGAMNE B AE 7.7%°) .
oo

Aot ABeE FAA—FAHTAA ol
E 2L ARE 43.1%E ojolE 2L 4R 56.4

% Bk %A vebged, FAA—1AH AL
A FolE e ARy} 25.9%2 otg ¥
AR 16.4% 2ok g4 dEgd. 244 -3
Tl A FolE 2 Axs} 17.2%, odotE ¥
< A%t 21.8%09 FAA-FAATANA &
ol W& Amsl 13.8%F dolE ¥ AR
5.5% Bt} ¥4 dExtev A4z 4%
Aol & g A+t

Fauyda v FAN-FIAATANA =
9 %¥& A7 Adn & AR} 51.1%2 AF
g ¢ e AR 44.0%570 o B4 JE
gout, BAH BT ZHYG g A7
Az & AEE 8.0%2 AFYFE HA+e
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o AMgotell g FAH € FFH A= A
ol AT olE A n A FRdddl =
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Table J.

according to Various Factors.

e A Ad A 15

Summary of z?test using Changes of Maternal Perception Score between Two Periods

Positive— Positive— Negative— Negative— Total Xz
Positive Negative Positive Negative
Education ~ Below 12y  28(48.3) 15(25.9) 9(15.5) 6(10-3) 58(100-0) 4 o4
Above 12y  28(50.9) 9(16. 4) 13(23.6) 5( 9.1) 55(100.0)
Parity Primipara  39(49.4) 18(22.8) 16(20.3) 6( 7.6) 79(100-0) 4 oo
Multpara 17(50. 0) 6(17.6) 6(17.6) 5(14.7) 34(100.0)
Experience of No 31(45. 6) 14(20. 6) 15(22. 1) 8(11.8) 68(100.0) ; gq
Abortion Yes 25(55. 6) 10(22. 2) 7(15.6) 3(6.7) 45(100.0)
Type of Delivery Vaginal 41(47.1) 18(20.7) 19(21.8) 9(10. 3) 87(100. 0) L.74
C-Section 15(57.7) 6(23.1) 3(11.5) 207.7) 26(100.0)
Sex of baby Male 25(43.1) 15(25.9) 10(17. 2) 8(13.8) 58(100.0) 4 o
Female 31(56.4) 9(16. 4) 1 12(21.8) 3( 5.5) 55(100. 0) ’
Feeding type Breast 45(51.1) 22(25.0) 14(15.9) 7( 8.0) 88(100. 0) 6. 73*
Artificial 11(44.0) 2( 8.0) 8(32.0) 4(16.0) 25(100. 0) )
Total 56(49. 6) 24(21.2) 22(19.5) 11(9.7) 113(100. 0)
* P<0.1

Table V. Pearson Correlations between each combination of Perception Score, Age & Duration of Labor.

Perception Score Age Duration of Labor
Perception Time [ 1.00 —0.04 —0.03
Score .
Time ] 1. 00 -0.01 0.02
Age - 1.00 —0. 26%**
Duration of Labor - — 1.60

k% P<0.01
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A Study on the Maternal Perception of Her Newborn Baby

YOUNG SOOK PARK - HEE JAE BYUN

The purpose of this study was to evaluate the maternal perception of her newborn and iden-
tify the risk of mother-infant relationship.

Broussard’s Neonatal Perception Inventories were completed by 113 mothers on the first or
second postpartum day (Time 1) while they were still in the University Hospital. These inven-
tories were again administered when the infants were approximately one month of age (Time
1)- o

The data was analyzed by S.P.S.S. program and the results were as follows:

1 There were differences between the mothers’ expertations of the average baby and percep-
tions of their babies at Time I and Time II (p<0.01).

2) The maternal perception of her newborn at Time I was not relatéed with the education,
the parity, the experience of abortion, the type of delivery and the sex of baby but related with
the method of feeding (p<0.05). '

3) The maternal perception of her newborn at Time II was not related with the education,
the parity, the experience of abortion, the type of delivery and the method of feeding but
related with the sex of baby (p<0.05).

4) The changes of maternal perception between Time I and Time II were not related with
the education, the parity, the experience of abortion, the method of delivery and the sex of
baby but related with the method of feeding (p<C0.1).

5) The maternal perception of the newborn was not correlated with the age and the duration
of labor.



